Aetat. 47.]
Dr. Lucas.
lir
in this country the people are the supcrintendants of the conduct and measures of those by whom government; is administered ; of the beneficial effect of which the present reign afforded an illustrious example, • when addresses from all parts of the kingdom controulcd an audacious attempt to introduce a new power subversive of the crown1.
A still stronger proof of his patriotic!*: spirit appears in his. review of an 'Essay on Waters, by Dr. Lucas;' of whom, after describing him as a man well known to the world for his daring defiance of power, when he thought it exerted on the side of wrong, he thus speaks:
' The Irish ministers drove him from his native country by a proclamation, in which they charged him with crimes of which they never intended to be called to the proof, and oppressed by methods equally irresistible by guilt and innocence.
' Let the man thus driven into exile, for having been the friend of his country, be received in every other place as a confessor of liberty; and let the tools of power be taught -in time, that they may rob, but cannot impoverish3.'
Some of his reviews in this Magazine arc very short accounts . of the pieces noticed, and I mention them only that Dr. Johnson's opinion of the works may be known; but many of them are examples of elaborate criticism, in the most masterly style. In his review of the ' Memoirs of the Court of Augustus,' he has the resolution to think and .speak from his own mind, regardless of the cant transmitted from age to age, in praise of the ancient Romans3. Thus,
' I know not why any one but a school-boy in his declamation should
1 I» the spring' of 1784, after the king had taken advantage of Fox's India Bill to dismiss the Coalition Ministry. See. fast, March 28, 1784.
'J In Ireland there was no act to limit the duration of parliament. One parliament sat through the whole reign of George II.—thirty-three years. Dr. Lucas, a Dublin physician, in attacking- other grievances, attacked also this. In 1749 he would have been elected member for Dublin, had he not, on a charge of seditious writings, been committed by the
House of Commons to prison. He was to be confined, he was told, 'in the common hall of the prison among the felons.' He fled to England, which was all that the government wanted, and he practised as a physician in London. In ty6i he was restored to the liberties of the City of Dublin and was also elected one of its members. Hardy's Lord Cliarle-miuit, \. 249, 299; and Gent. Mag.) xx. 58 and xxxi. 236.
:i   liosu'cll himself falls   into  (his 'cant.'    Sec post, Sept. 23, 1777.
whine. p. 22. See post, pretty, vastly little; . . . hence your     under March 30, 1778. eminent shoe-maker, farriers, and        ' In the original undigested, undertakers, ... It is to the same        " Johnson's Works, vi. 113.
